10                                 HEREDITY.

Then we called it an instance of " hereditary dipso-
mania/' and were more or less consoled by the
classification. We were not, I think, unreasonable.
The discovery proved apparently that the man whom
we had respected and admired was not a vulgar
debauchee, who had been hypocritically concealing
his vices; but that he had really possessed the excel-
lent qualities attributed to him, only combined with
an unfortunate constitutional tendency, which was as
much a part of his original nature as a tendency to
gout or consumption. Now this, as I think, suggests
the problem which puzzles us at times. A man
develops some vicious propensity, for which \ve were
quite unprepared. In some cases, perhaps, he may
show homicidal mania or kleptomania,, or some of the
other manias which physicians have discovered in
late years. They say, though the lawyers are rather
recalcitrant, that a man suffering from such a mania
is not "responsible"; and if asked, why not ? they
reply, because he was the victim of a disease which
made him unable to resist the morbid impulse. But
then, we say, are not all our actions dependent upon
our physical constitution ? If a man develops homi-
cidal mania, may not a murderer of the average type
excuse himself upon the same ground ? You have
committed an action, we say, which shows you to be
a man of abnormal wickedness. You are a blood-